REMARKS 



ADMINISTRATIVE OVERVIEW 

Claims 24-43 are pending of which Claims 24 and 34 are independent. All claims are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection and submit that 
the below remarks sufficiently demonstrate that Claims 24-43 are patentable and in a condition 
for allowance. 

REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 24-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
Publication Number 2003/0014327 to Skantze ("Skantze.") Applicants respectfully submit that 
Claims 24-43 as previously presented are patentable over Skantze. 

Anticipation requires a showing that a cited reference discloses each and every limitation 
of the claimed invention. Skantze does not disclose an enrollment rule identifying a group of 
users permitted to enroll a resource, or enrolling a resource for a user responsive to determining 
the user has permission to use the resource. Each of these elements is required by independent 
Claims 24 and 34. Thus, Skantze does not disclose each and every element of the claimed 
invention. 

Skantze describes a "system for electronic commerce" where a user can order a service or 
product by selecting the service with a pen having a personal identifier. See Skantze, Abstract, 
paragraph 54. A service provider receives a user identifier from the pen, and sends at least the 
user identifier, the amount owed and the service provider information to a clearing house. See 
Skantze, paragraphs 59-60. The clearing house then uses the user identifier to lookup in a 
database a payment provider for the user, sends the payment provider a request for payment, and 
receives a check from the payment provider as to whether the payment can be made. See 
Skantze, paragraphs 59-63. The clearing house forwards the check from the payment provider to 
the service provider and the service provider fulfills the order upon receipt of the check. 

At no point does Skantze disclose an enrollment rule identifying a group of users 
permitted to enroll a resource. Rather, Skantze describes receiving an indicator that a single user 
can receive a service. Thus, Skantze does not describe an enrollment rule identifying a group of 
users. 
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Skantze also does not disclose enrolling a resource for a user responsive to determining 
the user has permission to use the resource because Skantze does not determine whether the user 
has permission to use a resource. Rather, Skantze describes determining whether a service 
provider can disburse a service to a user. A user's ability to pay for a resource is not the same as 
a user's ability to use the resource. Thus, Skantze does not describe determining whether a user 
has permission to use a resource. 

The Examiner points out that the registration server sets associations between the user 
and the account computer and likens this to the enrollment rule. See Office Action mailed on 
October 2, 2009, page 3. Applicants wish to respectfully point out to the Examiner that the 
registration server described in Skantze is used to add or change user payment information. See 
Skantze, paragraphs 51-52. Although the information stored in the registration server may 
indicate a user's ability to pay for a service, which can further influence whether the user 
receives the service; Skantze does not disclose or even suggest that this information identifies a 
group of users permitted to enroll a resource, or that this information indicates whether the user 
can use the resource. Rather, the information merely describes a user's association with a 
payment provider. 

For the above-mentioned reasons, Skantze fails to disclose each and every element of the 
claimed invention. Therefore, independent Claims 24 and 34 are patentable over Skantze. 
Claims 25-33 and 35-43 are also patentable over Skantze because they depend on and 
incorporate the limitations of Claims 24 and 34. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request 
that the Examiner withdraw this rejection. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicants contend that each of the Examiner's rejections has been adequately addressed 
and that all of the pending claims are in a condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of all grounds of rejection, and allowance of 
the pending claims. 

Should the Examiner feel that a telephone conference with Applicants' attorney would 
expedite prosecution of this application; the Examiner is urged to contact the Applicants' 
attorney at the telephone number identified below. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP 



Date: February 2, 2010 /Kellan D. Ponikiewicz/ 

Kellan D. Ponikiewicz 
Registration Number: 59,701 

Patent Group 

CHOATE, HALL & STEWART LLP 
Two International Place 
Boston, MA 02110 
Phone: (617)248-5000 
Fax: (617) 502-5002 
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